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places himself by his own act in the position that he
occupies, whereas the ordinary medical witness in a

criminal case is the victim of circumstances. It will be

seen. however, from the report of the proceedings before the
Bungay magistrates that the question raised as to expert
evidence has been referred to the Home Secretary by the
East Suffolk police, and we would call our readers’ attention
to the answers returned. Mr. Ritchie differs from Mr. Justice

Kennedy, and we may fairly say from the report quoted that
the views of Mr. Ritchie do not coincide with those

held by the magistrates. Mr. Ritchie thinks that "such

refusals must be considered as very discreditable to the

medical men concerned, but he is glad to believe that such
incidents are very rare." We would like Mr. Ritchie to

explain why it should be discreditable to a medical man to
decline to make an examination of a healthy girl’s vagina
because she has brought an accusation against someone of
which he knows nothing, when he is aware, perhaps from
bitter experience, that his examination may entail his

spending a wholly uncertain period at an assize town in
return for a fee of a guinea a day with half a crown a

night towards his hotel bill, should he incur one. For this

guinea a day he will have to leave his patients, making
what arrangements he can for their welfare, and he

will have to make those arrangements in complete un-
certainty as to the length of his enforced absence.

"Doctors, continues the Home Secretary, "are, as a rule,
perfectly willing to undertake an examination of this sort,
though aware that they will only be paid their expenses as
witnesses." " This is the expert evidence of Mr. Ritchie on a
point with regard to which we should like to know what his
experience may have been. The perfect willingness of

medical men in such circumstances is a condition new to

our observation, while "their expenses as witnesses" sug-
gests that Mr. Ritchie would expect them to give evidence
in return for their railway fares and the 2s. 6d. a night
already allowed for their hotel bills. But Mr. Ritchie
also has a remedy to propose. "In an exceptional
case, where owing to the refusal of a medical man

to make such an examination there might be danger
of a serious miscarriage of justice, you should com-

-municate with the Director of Public Prosecutions
who could, if necessary, employ an expert to make the

examination." " How the exceptional nature of the case and
the danger of a miscarriage of justice, "serious" or other-
wise, would be recognised Mr. Ritchie does not suggest, but
apparently he would rather charge the Imperial Exchequer
with a sum that obviously would be considerable for the fees
and expenses of the "expert" supplied by the Public
Prosecutor than revise a scale of payments arranged
nearly half a century ago and permit medical witnesses
to be remunerated from the county fund with some

regard to their loss and the anxiety inflicted upon them.
The use of the expression very discreditable " by the Home
Secretary is amazing, for it is wholly inapplicable to circum-
stances which no fair-minded man can hold to be discredit-
able at all, and we regret that there is not in the Home
Secretary’s letter evidence of that careful consideration of
material facts that should precede official pronouncements,
particularly those purporting to convey serious censure of 

Iindividuals or of a class. 
____

THE METROPOLITAN WATER-SUPPLY.

THE report of the condition of the Metropolitan water-
supply during the month of May has been published recently.
The Water Examiner states that the Thames water was in

good condition at Hampton, Molesey, and Sunbury during I

the whole of the month and that the average, daily supply
delivered from the river was 124,094,946 gallons, which is

nearly 60 per cent. of the total amount distributed by the

London water companies. From the Lee the average

quantity abstracted daily was 36,338,271 gallons, and from
springs and wells 47,916,315 gallons. The total daily quantity
was 208,378,583 gallons (including 29,051 gallons daily
from the Hampstead and Highgate ponds) for a population
estimated at 6,362,684, and this represents a daily consump-
tion per head of 32’75 gallons. In the case of every
company the number of gallons supplied per head was less
during the month than it was during the corresponding
month of the previous year. The Chelsea, East London,
Grand Junction, and West Middlesex companies now profess
to give constant service to all their customers. In the
case of the other companies-the Kent, New River,
Southwark, and Vauxhall and Lambeth-constant supplies
are respectively given to 98-4, 95, 93’1, and 76-7 per
cent. of the customers. The water supplied by the
New River Company was of very good quality. The
East London Company distributed water which, on the

average, was of rather better quality than that supplied by
four of the Thames companies. A considerable proportion
of the water of the East London Company is now obtained
from wells. The daily average supply, which amounted to
38,790,000 gallons, was made up as follows : from the Lee
and storage, 14,595,269 gallons ; from the Thames, 8,174,000
gallons; from wells, 10,251,731 gallons ; from Hanworth

Springs, 1,659,000 gallons ; from the Thames, "per South-
wark and Vauxhall Company," 4,110,000 gallons. The water
of Hanworth Springs" is in reality well water, so that

the total proportion of well water obtained by the East
London Company amounts to little less than one-third

of the total supply. Samples of the water of all the

companies were taken on May 21st and a complete
analysis was made of them by Dr. T. E. Thorpe, F.R.S.,
the chemist to the Local Government Board. He found that

the relative amount of organic impurity in these samples
was represented numerically as follows. Kent and New

River, 12 ; Chelsea, 24: Lambeth, 27 ; Southwark and

Vauxhall and East London, 28 ; Grand Junction, 29 ; West
Middlesex, 31. The proportion of brown tint seen in samples
in a two-foot tube ranged from 3 degrees to 19 degrees of
the standard in use. The water of the Lambeth Company
exhibited the deepest average shade of brown. The most

important results of Dr. Thorpe’s examination are given
in the appended table which shows the results of the

analysis expressed in parts per 100,000.

BARON LARREY.

THERE are few names more honoured, not only in France,
but throughout the civilised world, than that of Jean

Dominique Larrey-the virtuous Larrey, as the great
Napoleon called him. In his native country three statues
have been erected in his honour and now a fourth monument

has appeared in the form of an octavo volume of 756 pages 1

by Dr. Paul Triaire. Having had access to many un-

published official and private documents, including some

1 Tours, Alfred Mame et Fils, 1902.
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collected with filial care by Baron Hippolyte Larrey, the
author was afforded an opportunity of producing an

exhaustive work and has conscientiously and efficiently
performed his task. The book which he has produced is one
to be read from cover to cover. Larrey’s long and strenuous
career receives full justice, while incidentally matter of great
interest concerning the notable characters and the historical
scenes with which he was associated is constantly intro-
duced. I I Drawia in the footsteps of the conqueror through-
out his vertiginous course,’’ says Dr. Triaire in his exordium,
" Larrey filled an important place in the Napoleonic epic.
He was present on every battle-field, and established his
ambulances in all the capitals of Europe. In this long and
glorious series of campaigns, in this marvellous and dramatic
triumphal march when the armies of France advanced from
the Nile to the Danube, from Austerlitz to Madrid, from
Wagram to Moscow, and from Leipzig to Waterloo, the

figure of this army surgeon emerges, stands forth in surpris-
ing ielief by the side of those of warriors whom a hundred
victories have consecrated. A character is revealed wherein

science, authority, valour, and humanity are combined
in a degree never seen before, and probably never to be seen
again. In spite of a defective organisation, Larrey contrived
single handed to raise the medical service to a level with the
rest of Napoleon’s army. By the side of the machine made
perfect for conquest and for death he placed another equally
perfect but designed to succour and to preserve. From the
inferior and discredited rank wherein, notwithstanding their
talents, their good service, and their personal sacrifices, the
members of the healing art were subordinated in old-time
armies he raised himself to the level of the most illustrious

captains and of the most celebrated physicians. From the
one class he borrowed talent and intrepidity and from the
other science and devotion, thus in his own person uniting
the virtues of both." " Baron Larrey studied medicine at

Toulouse and on graduating entered the French navy. In

1793 he was transferred to the army, and in 1797 he joined
Napoleon in Italy. In 1805 he was placed at the head
of the medico-surgical department and soon afterwards was
created a baron of the empire.

A SLANDER CASE.

Ix a leading article in our present issue we venture to
suggest that a jury, the vaunted Palladium of British

liberty, is not always the most just and satisfactory
tribunal for the decision of issues where scientific ques-
tions and the interests of medical men are involved.

An action tried last June at the assizes at Bury
St. Edmunds aptly illustrates our point. The plaintiff
Mr. A. H. Gibbon, medical officer of health of the borough,
practising in partnership with Dr. R. E. Nix, the public
vaccinator in the same locality, sued a member of the town
council for words uttered with reference to himself and his

action in recommending certain precautionary measures

during the recent outbreak of small-pox. The words com-

plained of were, "It is all d d rot. It is only a got
up job on the part of Gibbon and Nix to put money
into their pockets for vaccination fees." It was denied that
the defendant had used these words and the evidence on
the subject was conflicting, but Mr. Justice Kennedy told the
jury in plain terms that if they found that the defendant did
in fact use them there could be no doubt that they were
grossly slanderous. To this proposition we should have

thought all reasonable men would assent and the point
involved in it is one tolerably simple and easy to be grasped.
If the words were used, as there was no shadow of an

attempt to justify their use, it was right that the speaker
should be made liable to pay reasonable but not vindictive

damages. The jury, however, found that the slander had
been uttered, that damages were due to the medical man

slandered, and assessed them at one farthing, for which

sum judgment was given with costs. Such a verdict may
well cause fair-minded men to endorse the opinion of Chief
Justice Falconbridgel upon the defects of the jury system
exhibited in actions where prejudice is involved and in par-
ticular where medical men are concerned.

ARMY ESTIMATES: VOTE FOR MEDICAL
ESTABLISHMENT.

A LARGE portion of the debate in the House of Commons
last week on the Army Estimates was taken up with the case
of Sir Redvers Buller and relatively little time, considering
the importance of the subject, was given to that on the vote
of 1,025,000 for the medical establishment. We are always
glad to see attention called to the army medical service,
but it is unfortunate that discussions in the House re-

garding that service are so frequently unsatisfactory read-
ing to those actually acquainted with the facts and

regulations. It is confessedly a subject about which
but few people have sufficient knowledge to enable them
to speak competently and with effect. It is, no doubt,
a far more difficult and tiresome process to acquire
an up-to-date knowledge of official ways and regulations
than to sum up the whole matter as the antiquated
red-tape notions of permanent officials ; but general state-
ments and criticism of this sort are very ineffective and
do not tend to carry us much 

’’ forrader." " With regard to
the supplies of hospitals and stores for the sick and
wounded we are all in favour of simplifying methods
of administration and procedure in war and of reducing
to the utmost practicable extent the clerical work of medical
officers, and we look to Mr. Brodrick to see that this is done.
There are in this and several other directions many desirable,

changes and improvements which we make no doubt could
be carried out if they were properly set about on common-
sense lines. Concerning these the views of medical officers
-who are, after all, most concerned-should be obtained.
Mr. Brodrick should avoid a repetition of the great mistake
that occurred in the constitution of the committee for

the reorganisation of the medical services-namely, the

omission to have upon it an experienced medical officer of
high rank. It must always be borne in mind that an army
medical officer is called upon by the constitution and terms
of his service to discharge a number of duties other than
those of a purely professional kind and such as do

not fall to the lot of a practitioner in civil life. It,

is only right to add, however, that, speaking generally,
we quite concur in what Dr. Farquharson said in the

debate in question. Mr. Brodrick and his advisers, if

they have not altogether gone on the lines that we suggested
or carried out all that we have desired, have nevertheless
made many radical and needful changes and introduced
many very important and valuable improvements in the army
medical service. Mr. Brodrick pointed to the fact that there
were between 70 and 80 candidates for the 32 vacancies in
the Royal Army Medical Corps. We are very glad to hear it
and hope that the new measures which, taken as a whole, are
very good and in the right direction will continue to attract
a high class of candidates from the medical schools.

THE SUTURING OF HEART WOUNDS.

DR. HARRY M. SHERMAN of San Francisco recently
delivered an address before the American Medical Associa-
tion on the Closing of Wounds of the Heart by means of
Sutures. We have referred to this address elsewhere

(p. 226) and have analysed the main points of the opera-
tion, but someJ3urgeons may desire to have the particulars of

1 See p. 228.


